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intense, has formed in all ages a part of the philosophic
atmosphere of the time. It forms a part of the philo-
sophical atmosphere of to-day. The tough think of the
.tender as sentimentalists and soft-heads. The tender
feel the tough to be unrefined, callous, or brutal. . . Each
type believes the other to be inferior to itself." (pp. 12 ff.)
James catalogues the qualities of both types in two
contrasting columns thus:
Tender-minded                                    Tough-minded
Rationalistic (going by principles)     Empiricist (going by facts)
Intellectualistic                              Sensationalistic
Idealistic                                       Materialistic
Optimistic                                     Pessimistic
Religious                                       Irreligious
Free-willist                                    Fatalistic
Monistic                                        Pluralistic
Dogmatical                                    Sceptical
This comparison touches upon various problems we
have met with already in the chapter upon nominalism
and realism. The tender-minded has certain traits in
common with the realist, and the tough-minded with the
nominalist. As I have already pointed out, realism corre-
sponds with the principle of introversion, nominalism
with extraversion. Without doubt the unwersalia con-
troversy also belongs, in the first place, to that historical
" clash of temperaments" in philosophy to which James
alludes. These associations prompt us to regard the
tender-minded as introverted, and the tough-minded as
extraverted. It devolves upon us, however, to redouble
our scrutiny before deciding whether or no this combination
is valid.
From my naturally somewhat limited knowledge of
James' writings, I have not succeeded in discovering any
more detailed definitions or descriptions of the two types,
although he frequently refers to these two kinds of
thinking, and incidentally describes them as "thin" and